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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

1. 35 U.S. C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 

2. Claim(s) 1 1-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention 
is directed to non-statutory subject matter as follows. Claims 1 1 and 18 are drawn to 
functional descriptive material recorded on a computer readable medium. Normally, the 
claim would be statutory. However, the specification, at page 16, paragraph 0016 
defines the claimed computer readable medium as encompassing statutory media such 
as any storage device that is accessible by the processor as well as non-statutory 
subject mater such as a "carrier wave". 

A "signal" embodying functional descriptive material is neither a process nor a 
product (i.e., a tangible "thing") and therefore does not fall within one of the four 
statutory classes of § 101. Rather, "signal" is a form of energy, in the absence of any 
physical structure or tangible material. 

Because the full scope of the claim as properly read in light of the disclosure 
encompasses non-statutory subject matter, the claim as a whole is non-statutory. The 
examiner suggests amending the claim to include the disclosed tangible computer 
readable media, while at the same time excluding the intangible media such as signals 
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and carrier waves. Any amendment to the claim should be commensurate with its 
corresponding disclosure. 

Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

4. Claims 1-7, 1 1-17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Sezan et al (US 2005/0091685 and hereafter referred to as "Sezan"). 

Regarding Claims 1 and 11, Sezan discloses a computerized method and a 
processor to perform a method (Page 3, paragraph 0042, Page 5, paragraph 0051) 
comprising: receiving a content description for multimedia content, the content 
description comprising an occurrence description scheme describing an occurrence of a 
semantic entity in the content; and extracting the occurrence description scheme from 
the content description (Page 3, paragraph 0042, Page 4, paragraph 0049, Page 5, 
paragraph 0050, Page 19, paragraph 0203). Sezan discloses that an intelligent 
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agent/software agent processes and performs the functions using data from the data 
storage device (Page 3, paragraph 0042, Page 5, paragraphs 0051, 0053). It is 
necessarily included that a computer readable medium or a data storage device having 
executable instructions causes a processor or agent to perform necessary functions. 

Regarding Claims 2 and 12, Sezan discloses all the limitations of Claims 1 and 
1 1 respectively. Sezan discloses the content description further comprises a full 
semantic description scheme for the semantic entry (Page 2, paragraph 0042). 

Regarding Claims 3 and 13, Sezan discloses all the limitations of Claims 1 and 
1 1 respectively. Sezan discloses providing the occurrence description scheme to an 
application that evaluates the multimedia content (Page 3, paragraph 0042, Figure 2, 
42, 52, Page 5, paragraph 0053). 

Regarding Claims 4 and 14, Sezan discloses all the limitations of Claims 3 and 
13 respectively. Sezan discloses wherein the application is selected from the group 
consisting of searching, filtering, and browsing applications (Page 5, paragraph 0053). 

Regarding Claims 5 and 15, Sezan discloses all the limitations of Claims 1 and 
1 1 respectively. Sezan discloses wherein the content description complies with the 
MPEG-7 standard and the occurrence description scheme is represented by a 
MediaOccurrence description scheme (Page 11, paragraph 0016, Character Profile, 
Page 12, paragraphs 0017-0019, Object Profile). 

Regarding Claims 6 and 16, Sezan discloses all the limitations of Claims 1 and 
1 1 respectively. Sezan discloses creating the content description from the occurrence 
description scheme (Page 3, paragraph 0042). 
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Regarding Claims 7 and 17, Sezan discloses all the limitations of Claims 6 and 
16 respectively. Sezan discloses distributing the content description through a 
communications media (Figure 2, Page 5, paragraph 0060). 

5. Claims 8, 10, 18, 20, 26, 28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Cobbley et al (US 5,614,940 and hereafter referred to as "Cobbley"). 

Regarding Claims 8, 18 and 26, Cobbley discloses a computerized method 
(Column 5, lines 51-67, Column 3, lines 1-13), a computer readable medium having 
executable instructs to case a computer to perform a method (Column 2, lines 50-65, 
Column 3, lines 1-13, Figure 5, Column 5, lines 51-67, Column 6, lines 16, Column 14, 
lines 18-35), and a system (Figure 5, Column 14, lines 14-21) comprising: a processor 
coupled to a bus (Figure 5, 501 , 500); a memory coupled to the processor through the 
bus (Figure 5, 505, 504); and an encode process executed by the processor from the 
memory to cause the processor to create a content description for multimedia content 
(Column 2, lines 50-65, Column 3, lines 1-13), the content description comprising an 
occurrence description scheme describing an occurrence of a semantic entity in the 
multimedia content. 

Regarding Claims 10, 20 and 28, Cobbley discloses all the limitations of 8, 18 
and 26 respectively. Sezan discloses a communications interface coupled to the 
processor through the bus and further coupled to a communications medium (Figure 5, 
512, Column 14, lines 50-55), and the encode process further causes the processor to 
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distribute the content description through the communications interface (Figure 5, 500, 
501-503, Column 14, lines 15-45, 50-55, Figure 1, 135). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

6. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

7. Claims 9, 19, 21-25, 27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Cobbley in view of Sezan. 

Regarding Claims 9, 19 and 27 Cobbley discloses all the limitations of Claims 8, 
18 and 26 respectively. Cobbley is silent on the content description complies with the 
MPEG-7 standard and the occurrence description is represented by a MediaOccurrence 
description scheme. Sezan discloses wherein the content description complies with the 
MPEG-7 standard and the occurrence description scheme is represented by a 
MediaOccurrence description scheme (Page 11, paragraph 0016, Character Profile, 
Page 12, paragraphs 0017-0019, Object Profile). Therefore, it would have been 
obvious at the time the invention to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify Cobbley to 
include content description complies with the MPEG-7 standard and the occurrence 
description scheme is represented by a MediaOccurrence description scheme (Page 
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11, paragraph 0016, Character Profile, Page 12, paragraphs 0017-0019, Object Profile) 
as taught by Sezan in order to provide a user with a description of audio visual 
information for better browsing, filter, searching, archiving and personalization (Page 1, 
paragraphs 001, 0006) and to be able to search, filter and browse using a standardized 
method (Page 19, paragraph 0203). 

Regarding Claim 21, Cobbley discloses a computerized method, a computer 
readable medium having executable instruction to cause a processor to perform a 
method, and a system comprising: a processor coupled to a bus (Figure 5, 500, 501); a 
memory coupled to the processor through the bus (Figure 5, 505, 504); a 
communications interface coupled to the processor through the bus (Figure 5, 512), and 
further coupled to a communications medium (Figure 5, 512, Figure 1, 135); and a 
process executed by the processor from the memory to cause the processor to receive, 
through the communications interface, a content description for multimedia content the 
content description comprising an occurrence description scheme describing an 
occurrence of a semantic entity in the content (Column 1 1 , lines 6-34, Figure 1 , Figure 
3). Cobbley is silent on a limited decode process executed by the processor from the 
memory to cause the processor to receive a content description for multimedia content, 
the content description comprising an occurrence description scheme describing an 
occurrence of a semantic entity in the content, and to extract the occurrence description 
scheme from the content description. Sezan discloses a limited decode process 
executed by the processor from the memory to cause the processor to receive, through 
the communications interface, a content description for multimedia content, the content 
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description comprising an occurrence description scheme describing an occurrence of a 
semantic entity in the content, and to extract the occurrence description scheme from 
the content description (Page 3, paragraph 0042, Page 4, paragraph 0049, Page 5, 
paragraph 0050, Page 19, paragraph 0203). Therefore, it would have been obvious at 
the time the invention to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify Cobbley to include 
limited decode process executed by the processor from the memory to cause the 
processor to receive a content description for multimedia content, the content 
description comprising an occurrence description scheme describing an occurrence of a 
semantic entity in the content, and to extract the occurrence description scheme from 
the content description (Page 3, paragraph 0042, Page 4, paragraph 0049, Page 5, 
paragraph 0050, Page 19, paragraph 0203) as taught by Sezan in order to provide a 
user with a description of audio visual information for better browsing, filter, searching, 
archiving and personalization (Page 1, paragraphs 001, 0006) and to be able to search, 
filter and browse using a standardized method (Page 19, paragraph 0203). 

Regarding Claim 22, Cobbley and Sezan disclose all the limitations of Claim 21. 
Sezan discloses providing the process of providing occurrence description scheme to 
an application that evaluates the multimedia content (Page 3, paragraph 0042, Figure 2, 
42, 52, Page 5, paragraph 0053). 

Regarding Claim 23, Cobbley and Sezan disclose all the limitations of Claim 22. 
Sezan discloses wherein the application is selected from the group consisting of 
searching, filtering, and browsing applications (Page 5, paragraph 0053). 
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Regarding Claim 24, Cobbley and Sezan disclose all the limitations of Claim 21. 
Sezan discloses wherein the content description complies with the MPEG-7 standard 
and the occurrence description scheme is represented by a MediaOccurrence 
description scheme (Page 11, paragraph 0016, Character Profile, Page 12, paragraphs 
0017-0019, Object Profile). 

Regarding Claim 25, Cobbley and Sezan disclose all the limitations of Claim 21. 
Cobbley discloses a processor executing instructions from the memory to cause the 
processor to receiving through the communications interface, the content description for 
multimedia content, the content description further comprising a full semantic 
description scheme for the semantic entry (Column 1 1 , lines 6-34, Figure 1 , Figure 3, 
Figure 5). Sezan discloses a decode process executed by the processor, through the 
communications interface, the content description for multimedia content, the content 
description further comprising a full semantic description scheme for the semantic entry, 
and to extract the full semantic description scheme from the content description (Page 
3, paragraph 0042, Page 4, paragraph 0049, Page 5, paragraph 0050, Page 19, 
paragraph 0203). 

Conclusion 

8. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Farzana E. Hossain whose telephone number is 571- 
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272- 5943. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday to Friday 8:00 am to 
4:30 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Christopher Kelley can be reached on 571-272-7331. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 

273- 8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

FEH 

January 25, 2007 

CHRIS KELLEY 
SUPERVISORY PATENT EXAMINER 
TECHNOLOGY CENTER 2600 



